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Mookerji, Dhirendra Nath.—The Gupta   Era. See No. 434.
Pai, H. Govind.—Karnatakakke Jainadhamada Agamana
(Advent of Jain Dharma to Karnataka), Kannada text.
KSPP. XXVI, pp. 1-21; 125-144,	[257
The author opines that the Chandragupta who came to South India
and to Sravanabelgola with his guru Bhadrabahuswamy, was not the
sameasthelVfauryaEniperor of that name. It was Samprati Chandra-
gupta.
Sankar, K. G.—The Epoch of the Gupta Era.   See ISfo. 437.
Kadambas
Dikshit.   M. G.—Sivapura  (Goa)   Plates of  Candravariaan
See No. 272.
Saletore, G. N.—Two Minor Kadamba Dynasties. JBHS.
VI, pp. 48-67.	[258
Some scholars are of the opinion that there was a later Kadamba
dynasty at UcchangL The writer says that the survey of records per-
taining to the so-called Kadambas of Ucchangi reveals to him that there
is no basis for such an assumption. He points out two minor Kadamba
dynasties, one in possession of Kogali 500 and the other Of Kadambalige
1000.
Kusanas
Ptiri, Baij Nath.—The Nationality and Original Habitat of
the Kusaiias. 1C. VIII, Pt. 1, pp. 91-96,	[259
Discusses the original habitat of the Kusanas and the racial stock
to which they belonged. Concludes 'that the original home of the
Kusanas was in Western Asia* Their physical, features, their deities
and their patronage of the Greek language confirm his theory. He
thinks that the ethnological consideration of the problem alone is suffi-
cient data on which to rely when building any theory as regards the
origin of the Kusanas. But it has been possible for the author to con-
firm and corroborate his contention through other pieces of evidence.
He cannot say when the Kusanas migrated from Western Asia, but they
were living, he says on the "upper side of the river Oxus when the
Chinese Ambassador Chankien visited them in about 125 B.C.
	 The Date of the Kadphises Kings and their Rela-
tions with the Saka Ksatraps of Western India. JIH.
XX, Pt. 3, pp. 275-257.'	[260
Discusses the dates of the Kusana kings of the Kadphises group, and
their relations with the Saka Ksatraps ot Western India, and shows the
relationship between Wima and the Saka Ksatrapas of Western India,
By accepting 66 B.C., as the initial year of the old Saka era, he comes to
the conclusion that Wima Kadphises died in 124 A. D. Nahapana
declared his independence in the year 45-46 of the Saka Era equivalent
1046+78=124 A. D. Nahapana was acting as a Ksatrapa of Wima
Kadphises and his declaration of independence was subsequent to the
death of his overlord resulting in the usurpation of power in the North
by Jihonika of the Taxila Silver Vase Inscription. Assumes that the
old theory of Kanishl?a a;s the founder of the S^ka Era has to be given
up.

